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On page 2, line 22, strike ‘‘different’’ the

first place it occurs.
On page 2, line 23, strike ‘‘as provided’’ and

insert ‘‘based on considerations’’.
On page 3, line 12, strike ‘‘carrying oil in

bulk as cargo or cargo residue’’.
On page 3, line 13, after ‘‘carried’’ insert

‘‘as cargo’’.
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NOTICE OF HEARING

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FORESTS AND PUBLIC LANDS

Mr. CRAIG. Mr. President, I would
like to announce for the information of
the Senate and the public that a hear-
ing has been scheduled before the Sub-
committee on Forests and Public
Lands to consider four miscellaneous
land bills. The first is S. 1371, the
Snowbasin land exchange bill, to ex-
change certain lands in Utah. S. 590, a
land exchange for the relief of Matt
Clawson, and S. 985, to exchange cer-
tain lands in Gilpin County, CO, will
also be the subject of the hearing. The
last bill to be considered is S. 1196, to
transfer certain National Forest Sys-
tem lands adjacent to the Townsite of
Cuprum, ID. The subcommittee will
not receive testimony on S. 901 and S.
1169 as previously announced.

The hearing will take place Tuesday,
November 7, 1995, at 9:30 a.m. in room
SD–366 of the Dirksen Senate Office
Building in Washington, DC.

Those wishing to testify or who wish
to submit written statements should
write to the Committee on Energy and
Natural Resources, U.S. Senate, Wash-
ington, DC 20510. For further informa-
tion, please call Mark Rey at (202) 224–
6470.
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AUTHORITY FOR COMMITTEES TO
MEET

COMMITTEE ON FINANCE

Mr. GREGG. I ask unanimous con-
sent that the Committee on Finance be
permitted to meet Thursday, November
2, 1995, beginning at 10 a.m. in room
SD–215, to conduct a markup of S. 1318,
the Amtrak and Local Rail Revitaliza-
tion Act of 1995.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

COMMITTEE ON GOVERNMENTAL AFFAIRS

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent on behalf of the
Governmental Affairs Committee to
meet on Thursday, November 2, 1995, at
9:30 a.m. for a hearing on S. 704, the
Gambling Impact Study Commission
Act.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE ON AGING

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Special
Committee on Aging be authorized to
meet during the session of the Senate
on Thursday, November 2, at 10 a.m. to
hold a hearing to discuss Medicare and
Medicaid fraud.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SPECIAL COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE
WHITEWATER DEVELOPMENT AND RELATED
MATTERS

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the special
committee to investigate Whitewater
development and related matters be
authorized to meet during the session
of the Senate on Thursday, November
2, 1995, to conduct a hearing on the
handling of the documents in Deputy
White House Counsel Vincent Foster’s
office after his death.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON FORESTS AND PUBLIC LAND
MANAGEMENT

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Forests and Public Land
Management of the Committee on En-
ergy and Natural Resources be granted
permission to meet during the session
of the Senate on Thursday, November
2, 1995, for purposes of conducting a
subcommittee hearing which is sched-
uled to begin at 9:30 a.m. The purpose
of this oversight hearing is to receive
testimony from academicians and
State and local officials on alter-
natives to Federal forest land manage-
ment. Testimony will also be sought
comparing land management cost and
benefits on Federal and State lands.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

SUBCOMMITTEE ON TRANSPORTATION AND
INFRASTRUCTURE

Mr. GREGG. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Sub-
committee on Transportation and In-
frastructure be granted permission to
conduct a hearing Thursday, November
2, at 10 a.m., hearing room SD–406, on
courthouse construction and related
GSA public buildings program matters.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.
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ADDITIONAL STATEMENTS

FOREIGN OPERATIONS APPRO-
PRIATIONS CONFERENCE RE-
PORT

∑ Mr. MCCAIN. Mr. President, during
the vote yesterday on an amendment I
offered to the Senate amendment to
the amendment in disagreement in the
foreign operations appropriations con-
ference report, there was some confu-
sion over the administration’s position
despite the assurances in my statement
that the administration supported my
amendment. To clarify this issue, I ask
that a letter of support from Assistant
Secretary of State for Legislative Af-
fairs Wendy Sherman be included in
the RECORD.

The letter follows:
DEPARTMENT OF STATE,

Washington, DC, Nov. 1, 1995.
Hon. JOHN MCCAIN,
Senate.

DEAR SENATOR MCCAIN: In response to your
inquiry regarding the Department’s position
on counternarcotics assistance to Burma, I
would like to reiterate the comments con-
tained in the Department’s September 14 let-

ter to Senators McConnell and Leahy com-
menting on key provisions in the FY 1996
Foreign Operations Appropriations bill, as
reported by the Subcommittee.

In that letter, the Department of State
noted that:

‘‘The existing political situation in Burma
precludes significant cooperation on drug
control, but we need flexibility to decide
whether it is in our interest to cooperate in
specific, limited cases as they arise. Burma
is the world’s number one heroin producer
and sixty percent of the heroin that comes to
the streets of the United States originates in
Burma. The Administration must have the
opportunity to work against a problem
which affects the daily lives of the American
people in such a harmful way.’’

The Department’s opposition to legislative
restrictions on counternarcotics aid to
Burma remains unchanged.

I trust that this information is responsive
to your inquiry. The Department of State
greatly appreciates your continuing support
for our position and we continue to support
the substance of your legislative language to
facilitate limited and carefully structured
counternarcotics cooperation with Burma
while at the same time maintaining our pol-
icy on human rights and democracy. If you
need further information, please do not hesi-
tate to contact us.

Sincerely,
WENDY R. SHERMAN,

Assistant Secretary Legislative Affairs.∑
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ARCTIC NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE

∑ Mr. HARKIN. Mr. President, I was
greatly disappointed by the vote of the
Senate last Friday to open the ANWR
to oil exploration. This was a tremen-
dous mistake that, if uncorrected, will
be a significant blow to the environ-
ment.

Mr. President, it is time for govern-
ment to practice fiscal responsibility.
However, we should not destroy the
Arctic National Wildlife Refuge
[ANWR] in an effort to balance the
budget. Our children do not deserve to
inherit a huge debt. However, they do
deserve to inherit our Nation’s abun-
dant wildlife and wilderness in the
same or better condition as we did.
Cheating our children of this inherit-
ance is not sound fiscal policy.

The attempt to open the ANWR for
the exploration of oil is not something
new. In fact, a battle has been develop-
ing for over 15 years. Congress has
voted to protect this area in the past
and must continue to fight this battle
and preserve the ANWR in the future.

The Budget Committee claims that
opening the ANWR for oil exploration
may generate $1.4 billion in leasing
revenues during a 4-year period. This
sounds like a lot of money and is a lot
of money. Yet, this figure represents a
mere two-tenths of 1 percent of the
budget deficit. Should we sacrifice a
unique ecological environment whose
value is priceless in order to pay off
less than one-half of 1 percent of our
total debt? This just does not make
sense.

Oil is valuable and can be priced. But
how can we price the 150,000-member
porcupine caribou herd that migrates
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to the ANWR each year to give birth to
their calves? How can we price the cul-
ture of the Gwich’in people who have
been in northeast Alaska for 20,000
years? How can we price an entire eco-
system that is the life support of over
165 different species?

Mr. President, inclusion of the
ANWR provision in our budget rec-
onciliation plan is unacceptable. It is
not fair to our children and future gen-
erations to come. I urge the conferees
to drop this ill-advised
antienvironment provision from the
bill.∑
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SOCIAL ROULETTE

∑ Mr. LUGAR. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the attached
article be printed in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD at the appropriate
place.

The article follows:
[From the Washington Post, Sept. 22, 1995]

SOCIAL ROULETTE

The spread of legalized gambling is the po-
litical issue that has yet to roar, but may do
so soon—and should. In a decade, casino
gambling has spread from two states to at
least 35. Gambling is done on riverboats, on
Indian reservations, in well-established
downtowns. Native American tribes (includ-
ing some that have rediscovered their exist-
ence for the primary purpose of setting up
casinos) are the best publicized entre-
preneurs in this field, partly because they
can operate free of many regulations. Esti-
mates on how much money is involved here
are all over the lot, depending on what sorts
of gambling are counted in, but a study by
U.S. News & World Report concluded that
counting state lotteries and the like, $330
billion was wagered legally in 1992, up 1,800
percent since 1976.

Rep. Frank Wolf (R–Va.), along with Sens.
Paul Simon (D–Ill.) and Richard Lugar (R–
Ind.), thinks the country ought to take a
long look as it hurtles toward turning itself
into one gigantic open town. They have in-
troduced useful bills to create a national
commission that would undertake, as Mr.
Wolf puts it, ‘‘an objective, credible and fac-
tual study of the effects of gambling’’ on
communities, including its impact on crime
rates, political corruption and family life,
and also to examine its economic costs and
benefits.

Those pushing casinos into communities
make large claims about their economic ben-
efits, but the jobs and investment casinos
create are rarely stacked up against the jobs
lost and the investment and spending for-
gone in other parts of a local economy. The
Commission’s study could be of great use to
communities pondering whether to wager
their futures on roulette, slot machines and
blackjack. The Wolf bill wants a report from
the commission in three years; the Simon-
Lugar bill wants it in half that time. We’re
inclined to think the quicker the better.

The ‘‘gaming industry,’’ as it calls itself, is
fighting these proposals. One hopes that at
next week’s House Judiciary Committee
hearing on the Wolf bill, gambling’s rep-
resentatives will be asked why they fear a
national commission. If all their claims
about gambling’s beneficial effects are true,
a commission would presumably verify
them. If critics of gambling are wrong in see-
ing it as being linked to crime, corruption
and social breakdown, the commission would
presumably find that out too. Could it be

that those with an interest in the spread of
gambling fear what a fair study will find?

True to form, gambling now has its own
trade association, and gambling interests—
tribal and others—have stepped up their
campaign contributions to both parties. To
pick a few examples: Golden Nugget, the
well-known Las Vegas casino, gave $230,000
in ‘‘soft money’’ to the Republican Party
last year; Frank Fertitta Jr., chairman of
Station Casinos Inc., also gave $230,000 to the
GOP; the Mashantucket Pequot Tribe gave
$365,000 to the Democrats in the 1993–94 elec-
tion cycle and covered its bets with $100,000
to the Republicans in November of 1994.

The country is in the presence of a power-
ful and growing industry and an important
social phenomenon. At the least, the federal
government should help the country figure
out what is going on, which is why what Mr.
Wolf, Mr. Lugar and Mr. Simon are doing is
so important.∑
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THE MILLION MAN MARCH
∑ Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, the sig-
nificance of the Million Man March in
Washington will be debated a year from
now, and perhaps then with greater un-
derstanding. But we should not wait a
year to learn from it.

From my perspective there was both
good and bad to the assemblage. The
good included:

Hundreds of thousands—the latest es-
timate is 800,000—of African American
men came to Washington to send a
message to the Nation and to their
black male counterparts. To the Na-
tion the message of the gathering was
simple: There is still too much racism
and injustice. To other African Amer-
ican men: We must do better.

To have close to a million men as
part of a demonstration and not have a
single incident that called for police
action is a tribute to participants and
to those staging the event.

Those cleaning up the inevitable de-
bris from such a huge gathering, I am
told, found not a single beer can. These
were men gathered for a mission, not a
party.

The size of the crowd, coupled with
the decision in the recent O.J. Simpson
trial and the Rodney King episode, has
the Nation talking about race more
candidly, though the barriers of preju-
dice or embarrassment or awkwardness
make candid talk between whites and
blacks less common than it should be.

Inevitably, comparisons are made
with the 1963 throng that Martin Lu-
ther King addressed. The 1963 gathering
had these advantages over the recent
gathering:

It was inclusive. It was a call for the
Nation to come together. Both the
crowd and the message were impres-
sive. And partly as a result of that
gathering, great strides were made
against the cruder forms of segregation
and injustice. In a brief message, Dr.
King called upon all of us—across the
barriers of race and sex and religion
and ethnic background—to do better.

The anti-Jewish message that Min-
ister Farrakhan has delivered—though
not at this gathering—should be offen-
sive to all thoughtful people.

I am old enough to have been part of
the civil rights efforts of the 1950s and
1960s. The whites who were with us dis-
proportionately in that struggle to se-
cure opportunity for African Ameri-
cans were not Lutheran, which I am,
not Catholic, which my wife is, nor
Methodist nor Presbyterian nor Bap-
tist, but Jewish. The Jews have experi-
enced centuries of discrimination, and
rose in significant numbers in behalf of
others discriminated against. It is iron-
ic that people of little understanding
but large ambition have mistakenly
believed that you can build blacks up
by tearing Jews down.

My son is a professional photog-
rapher. He took pictures at this event,
and when one of the marchers saw his
credentials and read the name ‘‘Martin
Simon,’’ he asked my son: ‘‘You’re
Jewish, aren’t you?’’ And not in a tone
of pleasant inquiry. We are not Jewish,
but what if we were? Should that make
any difference?

In contrast to Martin Luther King,
Minister Farrakhan delivered a
lengthy speech with no coherence. He
had an opportunity to ask the nation
for two or three things of importance,
but he muffled the opportunity. That
he is a person of considerable ability,
no one can question. Like all of us, he
can grow in the future—away from
some of his prejudices. He accurately
sensed the dissatisfaction level among
African American men. The 1963 gath-
ering will be remembered for the huge
crowd and the message. The 1995 gath-
ering will be remembered for the huge
crowd.

One other concern: The anti-white
and anti-Jewish inflammatory rhetoric
of some of the pre-march rallies led by
Minister Farrakhan’s followers will do
nothing for either blacks or whites. At
one meeting, which David Jackson, a
white reporter for the Chicago Tribune,
attended—and was the only white at
the gathering—a speaker said, ‘‘We
ought to just turn the lights out and
boot your * * * out.’’ A small group
grabbed him and roughly threw him
out of the meeting. That type of con-
duct does no one any good.

Let me add, I am not anti-Muslim. I
sponsored the first Muslim to lead the
Senate in prayer. I recognize the dis-
crimination that Muslims encounter,
and like all forms of discrimination, it
is wrong.

What all of us must do: Talk candidly
about the injustices that still exist in
our society. And talk not just with
‘‘our’’ group.

Recognize that U.S. poverty exceeds
that of any other Western, industri-
alized nation. Poverty falls dispropor-
tionately on minorities and women. We
act as if being poor was an act of God,
rather than what it is, flawed policy.

Support those who would bring us to-
gether as a Nation, and be wary of
those who would further divide us.∑
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